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DETAILED ACTION 



Specification 



The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 



35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, 
or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 



Claims 15-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed 
invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

Claims 15-21 disclose "A program product in which is stored a program for 
making a computer perform the steps of: MPEP 2106 states "Since a computer 
program is merely a set of instructions capable of being executed by a computer, the 
computer program itself is not a process and a claim for a computer program, without 
the computer-readable medium needed to realize the computer program's functionality, 
should be treated as nonstatutory functional descriptive material". Claims 15-21 do not 
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claim the computer-readable medium needed to realize the computer program's 
functionality. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1-5 and 15-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Lloyd-Jones et al. US 2002/0055955. 

Re claims 1 and 15, Lloyd-Jones discloses an image-processing apparatus (201) 
comprising: a display (214) that displays an image; a selector (203) that selects an 
image displayed on the display (214); a recorder that adds relevant information 
(annotation, metadata) to a region (501,503,505) within an image selected by the 
selector (203) and that then records the relevant information (annotation, metadata) on 
a recording medium (210); a setter that, when an image to which to add relevant 
information (annotation, metadata) is selected by the selector (203), initially sets (via 
face or object detection) a predetermined region (bounding box 503) within the image 
as a region to which to add the relevant information (annotation, metadata); and a 
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changer (203) that changes the region (change the size and position of the bounding 
box) to which to add the relevant information (annotation, metadata) from the 
predetermined region initially set by the setter to a region specified by a user (page 2, 
paragraph 29-page 3, paragraph 31; figures 2 and 5). 

Re claims 2 and 16, Lloyd-Jones states that the relevant information is annotated 
metadata information (page 2, paragraph 29). 

Re claims 3 and 17, Lloyd-Jones states that the display (214) displays the 
predetermined region initially set by the setter (corresponding to face and object 
detection) and when the changer (203) changes the region to which to add the relevant 
information (annotation, metadata) to the region (bounding box) specified by the user, 
changes the displayed region to the region specified by the user (changes the size and 
position of the bounding box) (page 3, paragraphs 30-31). 

Re claims 4 and 18, Lloyd-Jones states that if relevant information (metadata) 
has already been added to the image (503) selected by the selector (203), the display 
(214) displays a region (503) to which the already added relevant information is added 
and the predetermined region (501,505 set according to object and/or face detection) 
initially set by the setter (page 4, paragraphs 35-36; figure 5). 
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Re claims 5 and 19, Lloyd-Jones states that the display (214) displays in different 
manners the region (503) to which the already added relevant information is added and 
the predetermined region (501,505) initially set by the setter (page 4, paragraphs 35-36; 
figure 5). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 6-7 and 20-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Lloyd-Jones et al. in view of Kiri et al. US 6,154,253. 

Re claims 6-7 and 20-21, Lloyd-Jones discloses all of the limitations of claim 2 
above. However, although the Lloyd-Jones reference discloses a setter that initially 
sets (via face or object detection) a predetermined region (bounding box 503) within the 
image as a region to which to add relevant information (annotation, metadata) (page 3, 
paragraphs 30-31) it fails to specifically state that the predetermined region 
(corresponding to face or object detection) initially set by the setter is a region at a 
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center of the image or that the predetermined region initially set by the setter is a region 
used for focus adjustment. 

Kiri discloses an imaging device with automatic focusing employing an object 
detection mechanism. Kiri discloses an objection detection means (35) that specifies a 
focus evaluation area (41 ,47) in which an image at the center of the viewfinder (12) is 
selected for an object detection operation for a focus adjustment of the camera (col. 4, 
liens 21-40). Therefore, it would have been obvious for one skilled in the art to have 
been motivated to include the object detection method for focus adjustment as 
disclosed by Kiri as the method for initially setting a bounding box for adding relevant 
information to an image signal as disclosed by the Lloyd-Jones reference. Doing so 
would provide a means for locating and detecting an object in a captured image. 

Claims 8-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Narayanaswami et al. US 6,504,571 in view of Lloyd-Jones et al. 

Re claim 8, Narayanaswami discloses an image taking apparatus (100) 
comprising: an image sensor that captures an image; a display (126) that displays the 
image captured by the image sensor; a selector (126) the selects an image displayed 
on the display (126) which allows a user of the image taking apparatus (100) to 
annotate each captured image with text descriptions; and a recorder that adds relevant 
information to a region within an image selected by the selector (126) and that records 
relevant information (text parameters) on a recording medium (col. 4, line 64-col. 6, line 
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67). However, although the Narayanaswami reference discloses all of the above 
limitations it fails to disclose a setter that initially sets a predetermined region within the 
image as a region to which to add the relevant information and a changer that changes 
the region to which to add the relevant information. 

Lloyd-Jones discloses an image-processing apparatus (201) comprising: a 
display (214) that displays an image; a selector (203) that selects an image displayed 
on the display (214); a recorder that adds relevant information (annotation, metadata) to 
a region (501,503,505) within an image selected by the selector (203) and that then 
records the relevant information (annotation, metadata) on a recording medium (210); a 
setter that, when an image to which to add relevant information (annotation, metadata) 
is selected by the selector (203), initially sets (via face or object detection) a 
predetermined region (bounding box 503) within the image as a region to which to add 
the relevant information (annotation, metadata); and a changer (203) that changes the 
region (change the size and position of the bounding box) to which to add the relevant 
information (annotation, metadata) from the predetermined region initially set by the 
setter to a region specified by a user (page 2, paragraph 29-page 3, paragraph 31; 
figures 2 and 5). Therefore, it would have been obvious for one skilled in the art to have 
been motivated to include the method of adding relevant information to a predetermined 
region of an image signal disclosed by Lloyd-Jones in the camera capable of adding 
annotation information to image signals as disclosed by Narayanaswami. Doing so 
would provide a means for allowing a user of a camera to add annotation information to 
certain portions of captured image data using a user interface. 
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Re claim 9, Lloyd-Jones states that the relevant information is annotated 
metadata information (page 2, paragraph 29). 

Re claim 10, Lloyd-Jones states that the display (214) displays the 
predetermined region initially set by the setter (corresponding to face and object 
detection) and when the changer (203) changes the region to which to add the relevant 
information (annotation, metadata) to the region (bounding box) specified by the user, 
changes the displayed region to the region specified by the user (changes the size and 
position of the bounding box) (page 3, paragraphs 30-31). 

Re claim 11, Lloyd-Jones states that if relevant information (metadata) has 
already been added to the image (503) selected by the selector (203), the display (214) 
displays a region (503) to which the already added relevant information is added and 
the predetermined region (501,505 set according to object and/or face detection) initially 
set by the setter (page 4, paragraphs 35-36; figure 5). 

Re claim 12, Lloyd-Jones states that the display (214) displays in different 
manners the region (503) to which the already added relevant information is added and 
the predetermined region (501,505) initially set by the setter (page 4, paragraphs 35-36; 
figure 5). 
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Claims 13-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Narayanaswami et al. in view of Lloyd-Jones et al. and further in view of Kiri 
etal. 

Re claims 13-14, the combination of the Narayanaswami and Lloyd-Jones 
references discloses all of the limitations of claim 9 above. However, although the 
Lloyd-Jones reference discloses a setter that initially sets (via face or object detection) a 
predetermined region (bounding box 503) within the image as a region to which to add 
relevant information (annotation, metadata) (page 3, paragraphs 30-31) it fails to 
specifically state that the predetermined region (corresponding to face or object 
detection) initially set by the setter is a region at a center of the image or that the 
predetermined region initially set by the setter is a region used for focus adjustment. 

Kiri discloses an imaging device with automatic focusing employing an object 
detection mechanism. Kiri discloses an objection detection means (35) that specifies a 
focus evaluation area (41,47) in which an image at the center of the viewfinder (12) is 
selected for an object detection operation for a focus adjustment of the camera (col. 4, 
liens 21-40). Therefore, it would have been obvious for one skilled in the art to have 
been motivated to include the object detection method for focus adjustment as 
disclosed by Kiri as the method for initially setting a bounding box for adding relevant 
information to an image signal as disclosed by the combination of the Narayanaswami 
and Lloyd-Jones references. Doing so would provide a means for locating and 
detecting an object in a captured image. 
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